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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S. C. § 1 33). 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the RCE amendment filed on 8/4/2005 . 
This action is made Non-Final. 

2. In the amendment, claims 1-18 are pending in the case. Claims 5,10-11, and 15 are 
independent claims. 

Drawings 

3. This application has been filed with informal drawings which are acceptable for 
examination purposes only. Formal drawings will be required when the application is allowed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-3, 5-11, and 13-18 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Warmus et al, hereinafter Warmus (Pat.# 6,327,599, 12/4/01, filed 6/7/95), in 
view of Barnes, "10 Minute Guide To Windows 3.1", SAMS, 1992, p.l 19-123. 
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Regarding independent claim 1, Warmus discloses automatically intercepting a print job 
sent to a printer which completes the print job and adding additional variable information, which 
contain additional customized information. New information is added onto a static information 
template to produce several documents containing different information in a format different 
from the format originally sent by the user — data and template — (c.3, L.8-67, c.5, L.61-C.7, 
L.67, c.8, L.47-56). Warmus fails to explicitly disclose a print spool associated with the printer. 
Barnes teaches a print manager spooler for feeding a print job to a designated printer (p.l 19- 
120). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
have combined the teachings of Warmus, and Barnes and provide a print spooler to keep track of 
the print jobs sent by the user, because Barnes teaches above a print manager for holding print 
jobs not printed by the printer. This would provide the benefit of tracking the printing progress, 
and keeping the print jobs in a queue, instead of losing the print jobs after sent to the printer from 
the user's computer. 

Furthermore, Warmus teaches the printing of additional information related to a print job. 
The additional information is retrieved from a database using the variable data in the templates 
for retrieving additional information from the database or as a key for the database (c.3, L.8-67, 
c.5,L.61-c.6, L.67). 

Regarding claim 2, which depends on claims 1, Warmus teaches the printing of various 
books or book versions from the same single print job (col.7, lines 37-67). 

Regarding claim 3, which depends on claims 1, Warmus teaches the printing of various 
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books or book versions containing different or variable information which changes from book to 
book (col.7, lines 40-67). 

Claims 5-6 are directed towards a tool for implementing the tool of claims 1-2, and 
therefore are similarly rejected. 

Regarding claim 7, which depends on claim 5, Warmus discloses the intercepting of a 
document template — original format— to be printed and using this information for the retrieval 
of variable data from a database. New information is added onto the template to produce several 
documents containing different information in a double-side printing format (col.3, line 7-col.4, 
line 12, col. 6, lines 1-67, and col.7, linel-col.8, lines 1-67). 

Claims 8-10, and 13-14 are directed towards a formatting tool for implementing the tool 
of claims 3, 3, and (1 & 3), 1, and 3, and therefore are similarly rejected. 

Regarding independent claim 11, Warmus discloses automatically intercepting a print 
job, with static, and variable information— -first, and second portion- sent to a printer and adding 
additional variable information from a database based upon the variable information or keys, 
which contain additional customized information. New information is added onto the template to 
produce several documents containing different information in a format different from the format 
originally sent by the user — data and template. One document having information not present in 
the other (c.3, L.8-67, c.5, L.61-C.7, L.67). 
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Regarding independent claim 15, Warmus teaches the printing of various books or book 
versions using template files, which have fixed data, and information for identifying locations 
for printing variable information (col.,6, lines 1-67, col.7, lines 37-67). 

Moreover, Warmus teaches the formatting and interception of data before it reaches the 
printer, and inserting variable data located in a database (col. 5, lines 60- col. 6, line 67). Warmus 
fails to explicitly disclose a print spool Barnes teaches a print manager spooler for feeding a 
print job to a designated printer (p. 1 19-120). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Warmus, and Barnes, 
because Barnes teaches above a print manager for holding print jobs not printed by the printer. 
This would provide the benefit of keeping the print jobs in a queue, instead of losing the print 
jobs. 

Furthermore, Warmus fails to explicitly disclose parsing the identification segment. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
parsed to identify the segment, because Warmus teaches the reading of variable template data to 
identify where to retrieve, and how to format the variable data (col. 6, lines 1 -col.7, line 67). 

Claims 16-18 are directed towards a method for implementing the tool of claims 2, 2, and 
3, and therefore are similarly rejected. 
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6. Claims 4, and 12 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Warmus, in view of Barnes, and further in view of Ikenoue et al, hereinafter Ikenoue (Pat. # 
5,987,127, 11/16/99, filed on 7/15/97). 

Regarding claim 4, which depends on claim 3, Warmus discloses the intercepting of a 
document template — original format— to be printed and using this information for the retrieval 
of variable data from a database (col.3 5 line 7-col.4, line 12, col.6, lines 1-67, and col.7, linel- 
col.8, lines 1-67). Warmus fails to explicitly disclose whether or not information is confidential. 
Ikenoue teaches the embedding of additional data about a document, such as whether or not a 
document is secret, onto hard copies of a document for security and copyright purposes (col.2, 
lines 24-67, and col.5, lines 1 -col.6, line 67). However, it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have combined the teachings of 
Warmus, Barnes, and Ikenoue, because Ikenoue teaches above an effective document copy 
management tool. 

Regarding claim 12, which depends on claim 5, Warmus discloses the intercepting of a 
document template — original format— to be printed and using this information for the retrieval 
of variable data from a database (col.3, line 7-col.4, line 12, col.6, lines 1-67, and col.7, linel- 
col.8, lines 1-67). Warmus fails to explicitly disclose fails to explicitly disclose second portion is 
a confidential portion. Ikenoue teaches the embedding of additional data about a document, such 
as whether or not a document is secret, onto hard copies of a document for security and copyright 
purposes (col.2, lines 24-67, and col.5, lines 1 -col.6, line 67). However, it would have been 
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obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have combined the 
teachings of Corona, Barnes, and Warmus, and Ikenoue, because Dcenoue teaches above an 
effective document copy management tool. 



Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments filed 8/4/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding claims 1, 5, 10, 1 1, and 15, the Applicant submits that Warmus fails to teach 
that the data intercepted when it is sent from a print spool to a printer (page 6). The Examiner 
disagrees, because Warmus teaches automatically intercepting a print job sent to a printer and 
adding additional variable information, which contain additional customized information. New 
information is added onto the template to produce several documents containing different 
information in a format different from the format originally sent by the user — data and template 
(c.3, L.8-67, c.5, L.61-C.7, L.67, c.8, L.47-56). The variable information is added after the 
document has been sent to the printer. Warmus fails to explicitly disclose a print spool 
associated with the printer. Barnes teaches a print manager spooler for feeding a print job to a 
designated printer (p. 1 19-120). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Warmus, and Barnes and provide a 
well-known print spooler(as taught by Barnes) to keep track of the print jobs, because Barnes 
teaches above a print manager for holding print jobs not printed by the printer. This would 
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provide the benefit of keeping the print jobs in a queue, instead of losing the print jobs after sent 
to the printer from the user's computer. 

Moreover, the Applicant submits that Warmus does not support the teaching of 
intercepting the print job after it has been sent to the printer (pages 7-8). The Examiner disagrees, 
because Warmus discloses the insertion of variable data from a database into a document during 
the printing- after print command has been issued (col.8, lines 54-57). 

Conclusion 

I. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicants 
disclosure. Bradley et al. (Pat. # 6,466,328). 

n. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cesar B. Paula whose telephone number is (571) 272-4128. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 
(EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on (571) 272-4124. However, in such a case, please 
allow at least one business day. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, go to http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair . Should you have any questions about 
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access to the Private PAIR system, please contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866 

217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this Action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Or faxed to: 

• (571)-273-8300 (for all Formal communications intended for entry) 



PRIMARY EXAMINER 

10/14/05 




